INTRODUCTION
Linnaean types still have the capacity to stir up nomenclature. Some of these old types have remained unrevised, probably from a combination of awe and tradition, while others have been revised only recently (e.g., Day and Fitton, 1978; Pont, 1981; Thempson et aL 1982; Richet, 1987 Linnaeus, 1758 (currently in genus Sbrcophcrga Meigen) and to discuss Richet's (ICZN 1999) , with the equivalent and mostly identical Articles of the 3rd edition (ICZN (Kerklconen, 1959 ; for several additional references see Evenhuis, 1997 (Pape, 1993 (Leclercq and Verstraeten, 1988; Schumann, 1990 carnaria" (Richet, 1987: fig. 1 The Japan Society of Medical Entomology and Zoology (Frizzell, 1933) More recent faunistic papers with recerds ofS carnaria eften refer explicitly to the author's nomenclatural authority (e.g., Werner, 1997: 136) or at least mention the name of the taxonornist responsible for the identification (e.g., Schembri et al, 1991: 270) , or the papers include several species of Sarcophaga (s. stn), thereby minimising the risk of nomenclatural confusion (e.g., Draber-Monko, 1971 PovolnY and Znojil, 1990a,b Pape, 1987 Pape, , 1996 Fan, 1992; Thompson and Pont, 1994; PovolnY and Verves 1997; PovelnY, 1997; Chandler, 1998; Draber-Monko, 1998; Rudzinski, 1999) .
NII-Electronic Library Service

CONCLUSION
Through most ofthe 20th century an ever more refined concept of Stircophaga carnaria of authors evolved (e.g., Kramer, 1911; B6ttcher, 1913b; Mueller, 1922; Rohdendorf; 1937; Emden, 1954; Lehrer, 1973; PovolnY and Verves, 1987) . Richet (1987) 
